-comprising nearly 100 archive boxes and nearly as many volumes -is described as the "working papers" of the estate office and only a small proportion is fully catalogued. In fact, there remain sixty completely unsorted and uncatalogued boxes of title deeds, legal papers, and other as yet unidentified items. The main bulk of the estate records are accounts, title deeds, bonds, manorial court rolls, and leases dating back to the early thirteenth century. They provide information about everyday life through the administration of manors and estates owned by the Walpoles, their predecessors, and successors. A large number of manors are represented, including many in Norfolk and Suffolk. Coverage for most of the manors is patchy but the earliest court rolls date from the 1270s. While the collection has been at CUL, there has been an attempt to catalogue some of the estate records: lists exist of the manorial court records and the account books. No attempt had been made to sort or catalogue the section of deeds and papers, which contains many hundreds of individual items. While surveying the uncatalogued material, Sian Collins of CUL serendipitously came across a small Hebrew "starr" (the term derives from the Latin starrum which was used in medieval England to designate Hebrew legal deeds; most probably it comes from Hebrew ‫,שטר‬ shetar, "document"). This paper aims to edit and present this document, discuss its contents, and shed light on some economic aspects of Jewish-Christian interaction in thirteenth-century England.
The discovery was made shortly after the publication of the facsimile edition of the known corpus of Hebrew legal deeds from medieval England by one of the authors of this paper (Judith Olszowy-Schlanger), as part of the series Monumenta Palaeographica Medii Aevi (MPMA). 2 The scholarly interest in Hebrew starrs dates back to the sixteenth century but systematic editing was undertaken only by Myer Davis on the occasion of the Anglo-Jewish exhibition in London in 1888. 3 The 2015 MPMA edition updated and expanded the previous collection of documents from various archives by Myer Davis and other scholars, and included 259 charters on parchment and 57 wooden tallies. These documents date from the 1180s to the 1280s, spanning almost half the short-lived but eventful history of the Jews in England, between their arrival in the wake of the Norman Conquest in 1066 and their expulsion by Edward I on 1 November 1290. 4 The documents enable us to perceive a small but economically vibrant community; amounting to only 3,000 to 4,000 individuals at its peak, 5 its written documents have been preserved in considerable numbers. Indeed, the corpus of Hebrew documents from medieval England represents the largest collection of documents in Hebrew characters from the medieval Western world. This exceptional preservation is due to the fact that in medieval England Hebrew deeds held value as judicial proof not only for Jewish tribunals but also for the legal and administrative institutions of the English crown. Since the administrative reforms of Richard the Lionheart around 1190, copies of legal documents concerning loans and other financial matters involving Jews, including documents in Hebrew, had to be registered and deposited in an archival chest (archa) managed jointly by Christian and Jewish officials named chirographers. The archae were situated in designated major cities and were supervised locally by the sheriffs and centrally by the Exchequer. The management of Hebrew documents by the king's administration explains the necessity of employing Jewish chirographers who could read and interpret documents in Hebrew, and implies that such documents were legally valid in the crown courts. Indeed, in addition to the extant documents, various records, chief among them the rolls of the Exchequer of the Jews, mention a wealth of documents in Hebrew -together with an even larger amount of Latin deeds -which were used as a proof during the proceedings of the Exchequer tribunal. 4 For an overview of discussions on evidence of Jewish settlement in England prior to 1066, see Robin R. Mundill England, 1967) , 68-9, gives 5,000 to 6,000 whereas Mundill, England's Jewish Solution, 26-7, gives c. 2,000 at the Expulsion, based on analysis of the data from poll tax accounts for 1280-83, paid by between 1,135 and 1,179 Jewish males and females aged over twelve. Even if some communities were exempt from the tax, the total numbers were not much larger. Overall, the 318 surviving and hitherto published documents and tallies in Hebrew are only a small portion of the mass of such documents which had been produced and circulated in medieval England. The starr discovered in CUL is therefore potentially only one of many still unknown documents which wait to be located and studied to shed light on the history of the Jewish community in England before the expulsion of 1290.
The Hebrew document we are publishing here for the first time is a small slip of parchment attached to a larger Latin charter. They have been given the shelfmark MS Cholmondeley Ch(H) Misc/Box 28b. The starr measures 12.5 centimetres x 5.4 centimetres on the left-hand side, going down to 4.5 centimetres on the right-hand side. Its parchment is thin and grey, and the collagen and DNA analysis carried out by the department of archaeological sciences of the University of York reveals that the parchment is either sheep or goat. 6 Its text is written in light-brown irongall ink, in current documentary script of small dimensions (the size of the letters is c. 1.5-2 millimetres). A slightly darker brown ink has been used for the signature of the grantor.
This starr is a quitclaim issued on a full and unconditional reimbursement of a loan in which the creditor relinquishes his claims to a piece of land. 7 Here, a prominent financier, Samuel, the son of Isaac of Norwich, releases Bartholomew of Beauvais of any possible claims to a piece of land which Bartholomew had acquired at Easter of the regnal year 33 of Henry III (4 April 1249). The said land had previously belonged to Richard and Ernald of Thorley. This short document contains the usual formulae of Hebrew quitclaims as found in other financial documents of this type from medieval England. Such quitclaims represent a large portion of extant documents attesting to the transactions between Jews and Christians. Eighty-nine quitclaims (under eighty-three independent shelfmarks) in Hebrew and in Hebrew and Latin have been located and published so far, in addition to many more Jewish quitclaims in Latin. In some cases, quitclaims are brief statements in Hebrew written at the foot of a related Latin document but mostly they are independent, if small, documents, containing their own specific formulary and legal terminology. 8 As in other Hebrew quitclaims, the text of our document is penned as a grantor's declaration in the first person, introduced by a standard formula, ‫גמורה‬ ‫הודאה‬ ‫מודה‬ ‫מטה‬ ‫החתום‬ ‫,הנני‬ hinneni he-hatum matah modeh hoda'ah gemurah, "I, the undersigned, declare a full declaration". The transaction itself is described by the verb ‫,פטרתי‬ patarti, "I have released, acquitted". The grantee is referred to by name, in the third person, in the grantor's discourse. This document specifies the obligations of the grantor and lists his warranties to prevent or compensate for any undue claims which may be raised in the future against the grantee. The quitclaim provides the names of the parties: the new owner, Bartholomew of Beauvais, the previous owners, Richard and Ernald (Ernot in Hebrew) of Thorley, and the grantor of the quitclaim, Samuel of Norwich. It contains the precise date of the conveyance of a piece of land to the new owner, as well as the essential information that the land is acquitted from the debt previously owed to the grantor by the previous owners. Although the starr does not say it explicitly, it can easily be deduced that this land must have been a collateral to guarantee a loan which Samuel of Norwich made to Richard and Ernald of Thorley, and that they can alienate this mortgaged land only when the lien is terminated to the satisfaction of the creditor. However, the information the quitclaim contains is somehow incomplete: reading the quitclaim alone does not provide details concerning the location, type, or value of the property, vaguely described as "lands, rents and a marsh [or meadow]". Neither does it state explicitly the precise relationship between the three parties involved. Indeed, the Hebrew quitclaim is only one element of a more complex transaction recorded elsewhere. In this case, the fuller record is preserved in the Latin charter to which the starr is still firmly attached.
The Latin charter
When we consider the corpus of the English quitclaims in Hebrew or in Hebrew and Latin known so far, we realize that a quitclaim is rarely a straightforward testimony and proof of reimbursement of a debt. Different from a receipt attesting to the payment of a specified sum, a quitclaim is a release from a debt, including the collateral used to guarantee the initial loan. This credit-related instrument is thus closely intertwined with the property economy and participates in various mechanisms of property transfer in medieval England. In the thirteenth century, when an individual was in need of ready cash, he or she could turn to moneylenders, many of whom were Jewish. The creditors, however, required a guarantee that their loan, both capital and interest, would be safely reimbursed. In England, the loans by Jewish creditors to Christian individuals and institutions could be secured on their landed properties, usually freehold, as rural estates, town-houses, and plots of land. Quitclaims were releases of such mortgaged properties on the settlement of the debt. Releasing the mortgaged property was a preliminary requirement for its sale or other form of alienation. This is why the quitclaims were physically included into the dossiers of the transaction, appended to the relevant deeds of conveyance. Most often, they were kept stitched to a bundle of related documents. When this physical link, the thread attaching the quitclaim to its documentary environment, had been severed (as is often the case) and the material connection with the file lost, the solitary, stranded quitclaim is difficult to interpret because it records only a part of the full story.
Luckily, in this case, the foot of the Hebrew document is still firmly stitched with white thread to the fold of a sealed Latin charter on parchment. The Latin document measures 19 x 14.5 centimetres and the collagen and DNA analysis carried out by the University of York identified it as sheep parchment. 12 Again, the text is written in light-brown iron-gall ink. The charter is validated by a vessica-shaped (vertically elongated) pendant seal of green wax on a double parchment tag inserted in the slit on the fold. The seal measures 3.5 x 2.6 centimetres. Only a few letters of the inscription on the seal are legible. Hebrew and Latin documents are attached in such a way that both remain legible and easily consultable (as may be seen in plate 1). Together, they give us a complete picture of a transaction involving sale and credit. This Latin charter is a deed of conveyance of the land described here with precision as a marshland situated in West Winch (the inconsistently spelled name in lines 3 and 5 corresponds indeed to this place name, which figures in the Domesday of 1086). West Winch was situated just to the south of the thriving seaport and market town of Lynn (King's Lynn since Henry VIII) on the estuary of the Great Ouse to the Wash, and since the eleventh century it had been in the jurisdiction of the bishops of Norwich. The name of the piece of land is given as Micheledole (l. 4). Middle English "dole" is a frequent component of place or field names. Its basic meaning is "share, part of" and can designate a share in a common land, a share in a payment, or a land subdivision. 18 The situation of this "Michael's plot" is described in respect to the neighbouring properties on its sides. As was often the case, the transaction is described as a concession and donation (concessi, dedi l. 1) rather than as a straightforward sale. 19 The beneficiary is Bartholomeus de Belvaco (or Bartholomew of Beauvais). The de Belvaco family, including Bartholomew and his sons Hugh and James, are well attested as prominent members of the guild of Lynn's merchants. 20 Incidentally, in the Hebrew starr, the name of Bartholomew has an Anglo-Norman vernacular form, ‫מביווישא‬ ‫,ברטלמי‬ "Bartelemey mibiovese", "Barthélemy de Beauvais". Of Norman origin, Bartholomew 
The land
As noted earlier, the land Bartholomew acquired was a piece of marshland. The Latin document specifies that this marshland is situated between the lands of William son of Peter of Lynn on the north and south and between the common pasture grounds to the east, and the ripa de Sechithe, "the riverbank of Setchey", to the west (ll. 4-5). The spelling "Sechith(e)" is attested as one of the medieval forms for Setchey, the village next to West Winch. 29 The expression ripa de Sechithe indicates probably that the marshes in question were situated on a waterside. Indeed, Seche/Setchey (Magna) is located on the river Nar 30 and several canals run through it still today. Since the object of the sale is described as marshland (terra in marisco, l. 3), one may expect a periodically flooded vegetated area -fairly common in the Fens region. The corresponding Hebrew ‫,אחו‬ ahu, usually translated as "meadow" (Hebrew starr, l. 3), indeed designated grassland which is not arable and which is not regular pastureland. 31 For this marshland, Bartholomew of Beauvais paid a price which includes a down payment of 80 marks and an annual rent of 4 shillings, payable in four instalments of 12 pence each, at Easter, on the feast of the nativity of St John the Baptist (24 June), at Michaelmas (29 September), and on the feast of St Andrew (30 November). The document does not specify the size of the marshland, so any price comparisons are difficult to make but 80 marks and a rent of 4 shillings yearly seems to be a relatively high price to pay. The rents varied a great deal according to the quality and the potential yield of arable lands but average rents, for example in Kent, could be as low as 3 or 4d. 32 This relatively high price can probably be explained by the fact that the marshland, although of limited value for growing crops, was a good source of hay and pasture when not flooded. It is the case that the Fenland's marshes, when properly managed, were among the most lucrative agricultural investments in medieval England. The mid-thirteenth century marks the peak of the reclamation of East Anglian marshes, which had started in the eleventh century. 33 We can also speculate that this plot of land had an additional value, which made it particularly attractive for a wealthy family of Lynn's merchants.
Archaeology and medieval documents show notably that peat marsh lands in the vicinity of Lynn were profitably associated with salt production. Not less than 180 salterns in the vicinity of Lynn were already listed in Domesday. 34 Salt-harvesting and trade were the first and main incentive for the development of medieval Lynn and the source of its prosperity; necessary for meat and fish curing, salt was in high demand. 35 The salt industry contributed to make the Wash region an international trading centre. At the time of Norman conquest, there were no less than thirty salterns in Freebridge hundred, for example. 36 An aerial archaeological survey in West Winch carried out in 1961 recorded a medieval structure which was interpreted as a saltern. 37 This corresponds to the mention of two salts pits in West Winch in written sources. 38 In the Middle Ages, salt was mainly obtained by filtering. Large quantities of saltrich mud or silt (from the coast or saltmarshes) were collected and washed through peat, or turves. 39 This made it possible to separate the salt from the sand, which was heaped into waste mounds. 40 Peat was also used as fuel for boiling the salt brine. In medieval East Anglian charters, grants to exploit turf land are associated with salterns. 41 It is possible that the name of our plot of land, Micheledole, refers to a turf-place, because the word "dole" is sometimes associated with "turf" or "terve": the Middle English Dictionary records the expression "turfdol" (admittedly, of the fifteenth century) to designate "turbary". That our Micheledole was a source of turf is a hypothesis but a likely one, given the plot's location on the fringes of Lynn associated with salt production and its relatively high price.
Credit and land alienation
It is possible that its potential for salt production is what led a wealthy Lynn merchant, Bartholomew of Beauvais, to acquire a piece of marsh south of town. In the thirteenth century opulent merchants diversified their sources of income and power, notably by acquiring suburban lands from impoverished gentry, as in our document. But what about the role of the Jewish parties and of the Hebrew quitclaim in this transaction? The Latin grant contains no mention of Samuel ben Isaac of Norwich or of any Jewish involvement but the quitclaim itself leaves no doubt that it concerns the same marshland and the same transaction. Samuel ben Isaac of Norwich forfeits here his rights to the property (that the quitclaim does not name or describe) in favour of its new holders, Bartholomew of Beauvais and his heirs. Ernald and Richard of Thorley are mentioned as the previous owners. The essential piece of information is provided in line 6 of the starr. It refers to the possible entitlement of Samuel to this land as resulting from an unpaid debt of the original owners. Indeed, the quitclaim cancels any possible claims to this land by Samuel, his father Isaac, and their descendants, as well as of any possible Jewish third party. In this indirect way, the quitclaim informs us that Ernald and Richard before him must have been indebted to Isaac of Norwich and to his son, Samuel. The piece of marshland in West Winch must have been a collateral in this loan. It is possible that Ernald was unable to repay his debt and had to part with the land.
In the corpus of Hebrew and Hebrew-Latin documents published to date, fifty-two quitclaims concern arrangements in which the collateral of an insolvent debtor is redeemed by another party, whether a wealthier individual or, in thirty-four cases, an ecclesiastical institution, who becomes the new owner of the property. Freed from the debt, the initial owner conveys the property to the new owner, usually formulating his deed as a "concession and donation" (concessi, dedi, as in our Latin charter, line 2). 42 At the same time, the creditor releases the mortgaged property, writing a quitclaim either in favour of the debtor or of the new owner, as is the case here. Whereas our document is not explicit as to how much of the sum paid by Bartholomew covered the initial loan or a part of it, it is certain that the debt had been repaid and that Samuel was satisfied with the settlement. Bartholomew, for his part, acquired the marshland unencumbered by the previous owner's debts.
As stated, in the majority of the preserved quitclaims, a "triangular" mechanism of repayment of a debt to a Jewish creditor by a third party who redeemed the mortgaged lands of the original debtors was in operation. For those who possessed ready cash, it was a way to acquire properties less expensively; for the debtors it was the way to break free of the increasing interest, and for the Jewish moneylenders, this was the way to secure the uncertain repayment of their investment.
Samuel of Norwich and his family
The Jewish grantor of the quitclaim, Samuel ben Isaac of Norwich (c. 1200-c. 1273) was probably keen on a safe and timely reimbursement of the debt, which may have dated back to the transactions contracted by his father, the opulent Isaac ben Jurnet (alias Eliab) of Norwich (c. 1170-1235/6). In the first quarter of the thirteenth century, Isaac of Norwich was the wealthiest Jew in Norfolk and quite probably in England. He was heir to a considerable fortune from his father, Jurnet, with whom he shared some business ventures at least as early as 1194. On 20 October 1194, a record of a plea mentions a charter by which Humpfrey de Erlham had mortgaged his land in Herlham to Jurnet, his wife Muriel, and his son Isaac for the loan of five shillings and interest at the rate of one penny a week. Isaac had granted the farm of the mill on this land to Ralph and Alfred of Herlham. 43 Then, in 1197, Isaac paid the king 1,000 marks for the right to take possession of his father's bonds and interests and two years later, he had been assigned an individual share in a tallage which amounted to more than an eighth of the total. The monetary value of his transactions listed in the Norwich Day Book of 1224/5 amounts to £1,647 and the list of his bonds established in 1239, four years after his death, reaches the huge sum of £3,668 owed to him by eighty-five clients. The assets of the other Jewish financiers on these lists are far below these fabulous sums. When imprisoned in Bristol in 1210 on charges of a discrepancy in the valuation of his possessions, he avoided the death penalty by redeeming himself with the enormous sum of 10,000 marks, payable at the rate of one mark a day. When he died, his family carried on paying the arrears of this sum. It seems, however, that despite the payment, Isaac spent several years in prison and was released only after King John's death. 44 His wealth and elevated social standing were so important that he is described in a later source as possessing and hunting with hawks, a popular but costly sport in medieval England. 45 Isaac's business dealings extended from his home base in Norwich to all the east of England and to London. 46 After his release from prison in 1217, the king requested the sheriffs of Norfolk, Suffolk, Essex, Hertford, and Cambridge to help Isaac collect his debts. An unflattering caricature of Isaac as a three-faced bearded creature doodled at the top of the initial membrane of the Exchequer Receipt Roll of regnal year 17 of Henry III (1233) shows that his business success was deeply resented by Christians. 47 His association with the unpopular faction led by the influential bishop Peter des Roches at the court of Henry III made him even less popular. In his own community, Isaac must have been a patron of the needy (the poor or the scholars), since his name in Hebrew documents is usually accompanied by the title ha-nadiv, "the Generous". 48 Isaac's two sons, Moses and Samuel, also enjoyed a reputation as benefactors and, like their father, were wealthy members of the community of Norwich. Moses acted in partnership with his father at the end of Isaac's life: two unsigned Hebrew documents from the year of Isaac's death (1235/6) attest to their joint moneylending ventures. 49 Moses died shortly after Isaac. At the so-called Worcester Parliament in 1241, when the wealthiest Jews were called before the king to organize and take responsibility for the payment of a new tallage, the community of Norwich was represented by his brother Samuel alone and the Pipe Rolls of 1242 mention Moses as deceased. 50 His three sons, still minors, Abraham, Isaac (Hake), and Jurnet, became wards of Leo of York. In 1253, Hake was imprisoned in the Tower of London accused of crimes against "the King's peace". 51 He escaped a painful death only by converting to Christianity. Abraham acted for a while in a partnership with his uncle, Samuel. In the late 1240s and early 50s, they jointly made some loans 52 and bought and sold houses in Norwich. 53 It seems, however, that Abraham had also been active in London since 1252. 54 He died young, in 1255, probably shortly after he and Samuel had remitted the house in Norwich to Stephen le Jouvene in January of that year. 55 Despite this progressive decline of the family, Samuel, the grantor of our quitclaim, maintained a relatively strong position in business and community administration during his long life. His first mention in the sources dates to 1219 when he was appointed a member of a mixed Christian-Jewish inquest jury 56 We know nothing about Samuel's descendants. A certain Isaac ben Samuel was a chirographer in Norwich and a scribe of several Hebrew charters. 65 It is not impossible, but uncertain, that he was the son of Samuel ben Isaac of Norwich.
As for his business activities, Samuel of Norwich appears as a party or witness in a large number of transactions and records in Hebrew 66 and official functions. In 1241, he was the leading representative of Norwich Jewry at the Worcester Parliament, as noted earlier, and with the other delegates was made personally responsible for allocating the individual shares and for collecting and paying the large tax of 20,000 marks imposed on the Jewish community as a whole. 76 This thankless task involved not only working with the sheriff to collect the tallage but also paying a lion's share himself. The share of the entire Norwich community in this tallage was £215 4s 8d. There are records of Samuel's personal payments towards this share on 15 November 1241 and 11 and 17 March 1242, amounting to a total of £69. 77 This personal contribution amounts therefore to nearly a third of his community's share and was probably even larger. Indeed, the wooden tally illustrated earlier (now in the National Archives) is a receipt for a payment by Samuel ben Isaac of £1 6s 8d, which does not correspond to any of the three registered instalments.
In 1255, again, Samuel and his business partner, Abraham ben Deulecresse, were appointed as the king's bailiffs for tax collection. 78 Samuel was also appointed to the function of chirographer (the king's official in charge of the transactions and their registration) and occupied this position from 1252 to 1259. 79 As such, he was also in charge of drawing up documents, even if some chirographers were helped by more skilled scribes.
Samuel was of course a proficient writer, as his signatures on our quitclaim and in WAM 6865, 6839, 6794, and 6872 80 show: on the last Samuel signs his name although he is not a witness but a party of the contract, the vendor of a property in Norwich. He was also probably the scribe of WAM 6828, in which the style of his signature matches the main text (see plate 5f ). 81 However, sometimes other scribes wrote the body of the document for him to sign. Our document was thus written by another person and signed by Samuel. The same anonymous scribe copied WAM 6865 (an undated licentia, probably written c. 1236), also formulated in the name of Samuel WAM 6839) . 83 It cannot, of course, be the handwriting of Moses son of Isaac, who was already dead at the time when our quitclaim was written. The scribe was most probably a secretary or attorney working for the family.
In any case, it was as a king's official rather than as a scholar or a judge that Samuel contributed to the administration of the community, in the difficult and sometimes dangerous capacity of an intermediary between the Jews and the Crown.
As well as these official responsibilities, Samuel had to face growing financial difficulties. Some were clearly related to his family situation. His father's fabulous wealth led to heavy taxation and exorbitant fines. When Isaac was imprisoned in the Tower of London in 1210, probably as one of many wealthy victims of the captio Iudeorum, "the seizure of the Jews", that preceded the Bristol tallage, he regained his freedom only after promising to pay a fine of 10,000 marks, as noted earlier. 84 In 1219, Isaac was suing before the Justices of the Jews none other than the abbot of Westminster. 85 In 1241, five years after Isaac's death, his heirs were still paying the arrears of his 1210 fine, and owed an important sum of £4,879. 86 As Isaac's heir (the right to inherit was granted to Moses and Samuel as early as 1228 87 but Moses died only five years after his father), Samuel took possession of some of the loans contracted with his father. It is possible that our quitclaim of 1249, fourteen years after Isaac's death, terminates such an ancient loan. Indeed, the formulation "either I or my heirs or the heirs of my Master my father, the Generous R. Isaac of Norwich" (lines 3-4) suggests that the loan of Ernald and Richard of Thorley was made by Isaac. Inheritance of the bonds, however, was by no means a simple matter. The death of a Jewish financier involved paying "death duties" to the king and the consecutive deaths in the family -Isaac in 1235/6, Moses in 1241, his son Abraham in 1255 -weakened the finances of their heir, Samuel. In 1253, the conversion of Abraham's brother, Hake, had a similar effect: in England, all the chattels of a convert escheated fully to the king. On 27 July 1255, the king granted Samuel the right to his inheritance but not before deducting a lion's share of the bonds. 88 In addition to these family tragedies, the financial situation of Samuel must have been undermined by the general financial situation of his time. Henry III's financial needs increased in the 1240s because of his spending on military campaigns. To solve his financial troubles, the king called on the resources of "his" Jews. A series of heavy tallages proved a blow, even (or especially) for the wealthiest of them. 89 The short-sighted fiscal policy led to a rapid decline in the leading financiers' economic strength and potential. Moreover, the king urgently needed the cash. Whereas in the first years of his reign the Jews could pay their tallage shares in bonds collected from the debtors by the king's administration, from c. 1240 onwards the Jews usually had to pay in ready cash. In order to fulfil this requirement, Jewish creditors were forced to liquidate the bonds, often to their disadvantage. 90 It is not only through chance preservation that in the period between 1240 and 1260 the number of quitclaims releasing the debtors from their loans and liens on the gaged properties increased exponentially, as did the speculative market in the sales of the debts to Christian worthies and institutions. 91 The present quitclaim in favour of a wealthy merchant from Lynn who was able to redeem the debt of Ernald and his father is probably one of many that Samuel ben Isaac had to draw up in that difficult time.
Like most Jewish magnates of his generation, Samuel of Norwich probably became impoverished. Although he was able to face the tallage of 1241, the scale of his dealings has nothing in common with his father's opulence. In the 1240s and 50s, Samuel bought properties and shares in debts but he also parted with his different assets. Samuel's bonds, like our quitclaim, tells a tale of a financier in serious need of money. He was also selling his shares in debts, like that in the debt of Robert of Kertlings, sold in 1254 to Moses ben Berakhyah Crespin (the son of his father's business associate). 92 In 1266, Samuel sold his Norwich house to John Butte, the son of Henry and his wife Amice. After this date, he is no longer mentioned in the records from Norwich. If the aforementioned entry of 1273 concerns him and not a namesake, he was still alive in the early part of Edward I's reign. However, there is no doubt that the years of the Barons' Wars put an end to the prosperity and maybe to the very existence of the family of these once leading financiers.
It is possible that the transaction in Lynn is one of the liquidations of the bonds related to Samuel's growing financial problems. In any case, it reflects the involvement of the Jurnets from Norwich in the town of Lynn. It seems that the family already had extensive interests in Lynn in Isaac's time. Until 1218, Isaac owned a house in Lynn (confiscated in that year and granted to Ralf Romene 93 ) and by his death in 1235/6 he possessed no less than six houses in the city. 94 His lending of moneys to Lynn individuals is also attested, including the mention twenty years after his death of a tally of a loan to Simon Scarf of "Lenn". 95 Isaac's grandson, Abraham, still owned four houses in Lynn in 1248. It seems that the opulent Norwich family extended their business to Lynn because the town offered exceptional opportunities. One of the largest ports of international trade, essential for the export of salt and grain brought from Cambridge and Huntingdon and for the import of fish and furs from Scandinavia, Iceland, and the Baltic regions, Lynn was an attractive business centre. The Jurnet family extended their credit operation to this town which, with its two weekly markets, annual St Margaret's fair, and regular arrival of goods to its wharves, was certainly full of merchants in need of credit. It is also possible that, in addition to loan-broking, Isaac and his family traded in imported commodities for which Lynn was famous (as was the town of Norwich herrings to the bishop's residence in Southwark in London. A few years earlier, a London associate of Isaac, Benedict Crespin, had also delivered loads of herrings to the Southwark residence. 96 The quantities of herrings involved in these deliveries suggest that Isaac and his associates might have traded in salted fish and participated in the growing trade network of this precious staple food of the north.
Indeed, salted fish had progressively become the backbone of the northern European economy from the eleventh century onwards and Jewish merchants must have been aware of the opportunities it offered. 97 A responsum recorded by Meir of Rothenburg (Maharam, c. 1215-1298) but originally addressed to a much earlier scholar, Judah ha-Cohen of Mainz, a disciple of Rabbenu Gershom Meor ha-Golah in the eleventh century, tells a story of a business competition and partnership arrangement between two Jewish merchants trading in salted fish: "Reuben and Shimon were in the same town, and Reuven had a boat loaded with salted fish to take to another town. Shimon also wanted to take a boatload of fish to the same town. He [Reuben told him: why should you bother with fish when I have already a load bought for so many pounds? Go to the fair so-and-so and buy merchandise for the same amount as I have invested in fish. Then I will sell the fish and you will sell the merchandise that you will bring. Each one of us will retrieve his invested capital, and we will divide the profit in equal shares". 98 Although the extant archival sources suggest that Jewish wealth in medieval England was built mostly on moneylending, it is likely that some of them, such as Isaac of Norwich, continued to trade on a large scale in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries, notably in salted fish.
The spread and attractiveness of trade in this "long conservation" staple source of protein prompted northern European rabbis to decide whether salted fish is actually kosher and fit for Jewish consumption. The discussions on salted fish seem to appear in rabbinic sources as early as the late eleventh and the beginning of the twelfth century. The Siddur Rashi, a compendium of Halakhah and liturgy composed by the disciples of Rashi of Troyes, warns against eating salted fish, because there is a danger that clean and unclean species are caught and salted together; since salting is likened to boiling, co-salting with unsuitable species makes clean fish unclean. However, herring, referred to by their vernacular name ‫,הריג''ש‬ herigs, "herrings", are described as "being customarily authorized among the people, because the unclean species are not fished with them, and they are salted separately". 99 A similar authorization is attributed to Rashi's grandson, Samuel ben Meir (Rashbam, c. 1085-c. 1158), cited by Isaac ben Moses of Vienna in his opus magnum, Or Zaru'a, written c. 1260. 100 At the beginning of the thirteenth century, the Sefer ha-Terumah (Book of HeaveOfferings), a legal compendium composed by a French scholar, Barukh ben Isaac, around 1202, authorized herring as kosher for Passover, despite the fact that salting was done by unsupervised non-Jews (indeed, fish was usually treated fresh when still on the fishing boats). Barukh ben Isaac glosses the Hebrew ‫מלוח‬ ‫,דג‬ dag maluah, "salted fish", with its vernacular Old Germanic tradename, ‫,הראנייש‬ herenies, "herrin[g]s". 101 These and other literary sources reveal that rabbinic sages reacted to the booming herring trade and its presence on the table. To return to the Jurnet family, the sea trade may also be one reason why Isaac of Norwich successfully applied in 1225 for building permission to extend his house backing onto the river and to make a private quay, as was done by his neighbour, Henry de Stowe. 102 Such a private wharf attached to Isaac's house would facilitate connections and the river transport of goods between Lynn and Norwich.
As for the credit market, it is also possible that in the thirteenth century the rich Jews from Norwich did not encounter strong local competition. Indeed, the Jewish community of Lynn had a particularly short and tragic history. They had settled there in the mid-twelfth century, when the economically vibrant town, developed at the end of the eleventh century by Herbert de Losinga, Bishop of Norwich, expanded considerably to the north, beyond the Purfleet river. The linking of the older settlement with the new extension by a bridge, and the creation of a new weekly market on Tuesday (the old part of the town had its market on Saturdays) attracted new inhabitants, Jews and Christians alike. It seems that at least some Jewish families who settled in Lynn came from the small settlement that William d'Aubigny had founded in 1138 around Castle Rising, situated only six kilometres from Lynn. Although there is no direct evidence for that, it is likely that Jews who settled in Rising were involved in the mint that d'Aubigny established there in 1145. Indeed, when Henry II closed this and some other baronial mints in 1154, many Jews of Rising moved out, some of them to Lynn. 103 Thus, at the time of Richard I, a certain Deulebeneie of Rising was lending money in Lynn. 104 In January 1190, the small Jewish community of Lynn became the victim of a fierce attack, described in William of Newburgh's History of English Affairs (1198) as perpetrated by armed young men on their way to the (third) Crusade. 105 Some managed to flee, others were killed, and their houses burned (probably the case for Deleubeneie "Iudeus de Risinges", who could not pay his due to the Crown because "he died in the fire of Lynn"). 106 Despite the thriving economy of Lynn, the local Jewish community does not seem to have re-settled there after the massacre. Lynn is absent from the list of Jewish communities which contributed to the Northampton Donum in 1194 and does not figure as a distinct community in the thirteenth-century tax rolls. In 1270-71, there is a mention of the transfer to the Tower of London of the archae of the Jews of Norwich, Sudbury, and Lynn, which indicates Jewish business activities there. 107 However, as was the case with Isaac of Norwich and his son Samuel after him, Jewish financiers providing credit in Lynn and owning properties there probably lived elsewhere.
